11/24/69 

Dear Harold, 

I hare reopended the errreiope to include thfc note on tue 
crazier testimony. I think I have found an instance of perjury. 
This is it. 


The following exchange took place during Frazier's WC testimony. 

Mr. Specters Does the nick in tne tie provide any indication of the B£ 
direction cf the missile? 

Mr. Fraziers The nick is elongated horizontally, indicating a possible . 
horizontal direction but it does not indicate that the projectile 
which caused it was exiting or entering at that point. (5K62) 







This is the way it went at the N.O. trials 

Fraziers ...These fibers were broken and that is they were slit at 
the knot and in the same position as the slit in the President's 
shirt, but they showed no other characteristics to indicate the 
nature of the object or the direction of the object. 

Dymonds Did the fibers of the neck tie indicate anything? 

Fraziers Bo, sir. 

Dymond : They did not? 

Fraziers ho, sir. (N.O. testimony transcript, p. 47) 


Obviously, one of these statements is perjurious since both were 
thken under oath and both are contradictory. There is significance to 
the perjury here for I am sure there is a reference in the Warren 
Report which uses the Frazier testimony to show that a bullet passed 
horizontally through the neck based on the tie nick. ( I have found 
the reference. It is on page 95 of the Bantam paperback ed. of the 
W.R.) 


I don't know what you've done with Frazier's NO test, so far 
but I hope this helps you. It would be interesting in light of this 
to see If Specter prepared a memorandum of his interview with 


Frazier before he testi fied 
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tlood luck 
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